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SSCADEE 


Have heard it often obſerved, that it would be a Work 
worth any ingenious Man's pains, and very acceptable to 
the World, to take a View of the whole Controverſie betwixt 
the Writers of the Church of Rome and us ſince his Maje- 


| flies coming to the Crown ; and to compare it with the Man- 
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agement of this ſame Comtroverſie at the beginning of the 
Reformation, and through the late Reigns, I am aſſured it 
would mabe ſuch a Diſcovery of the preſent Controvertiſts of 
that Church, as would make all them to bluſh that have any 
Modeſty, and the World to bluſh for them that have none. 

It is very well bnown, that when the Reformation began, 
Learning was at a very Low Ebb, and thev of the Church of 
Rome, who were commanded to defend it againſt the Re- 


ſormers, had a wanebigPtr, ſince they were engaged 
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in matters wholly new to them ;, and, which was worſe, in 
the Defence of a Cauſe which did want Arguments ten 
thouſand times better than any could be gotten for it, How- 
ever, to their Credit be it ſpoken, they undertook the mater 
fairly and were ſo juſt to their Adverſaries, as well as 
to their own Cauſe,” as to anſwer Book with Book, and not 
to drop their Weapon, and run away after the firſt little 


| Charge. | 


$2 eu —_— 


firf Boob , could not have furniſhed them alſo with a fair 
A 2 Re- 


But we have a quite contrary ſort of Men to deal with 
now-a-days ; they write ws if the Controverſie had - but juſt 
begun, and «4s if they had not read ſo much as their own 
old Authors ; but after one little Effort, fall to Sheet and 
Half ſheet Replies, as if they that furniſhed them with the 
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To the Reader. : 
Reply. It is a very broad ſign that ſome Men Came very 


- unprepared to this Controverſie, and that it was a perfe## 


Surprize to them, who dreamt ſurely of nothing leſs than of 
fending and proving, they have been ſo untoward at it. 

And this is that which hath made this War Controverſie 
fo very miſchievous unto them ; for ſome of thetr own Laity 
could not but own that the anſwering of large Books by Sheet, 
or Half-ſheet, did nt appear fair, but thyt it was very like 
it, if not a dire# betraying of their C@iſe : And this was 
too apt to raiſe ſuſpicions, either that Meir Prieſts could not 
defend therr Cauſe, or that their Cauſt'was ſuch as was not 
to be defended, It were eaſie to gives the Reader many Ins 
ſtances of this kind : When the Six Conferences concern- 
ing the Euchariſt were publiſhed, a Book written with ſo 
much ſtrength of Reaſon and Solidity, and which bore ſo ve- 
ry hard upon their great Dorine of Tranſubſtantiation, as to 
wndertabe to demonſtrate that it did overthrow the Proofs of 
Chriſtian Religion ; we might have expefed that the Ro» 
miſh Prieſts would have been juſtly alarm" d at ſuch a Book 
of ſo threatning a nature to their Darling Tranſubſtantiation, 
and would have employed the beſt Heads among them to an- 
ſwer ſo dangerous a Book 7, but as if they had all been aſleep, 
the World is preſented with a drowſite Half-ſheet at laſt 
againſt a Bb of about Eighteen Sheets ; as if Tawning 
were to paſs for Anſwering. 

When that excellent Book , The Second Defence of the 
Expoſition againſt the Biſhop of Meaur and his Vindi- 
cator wes Printed, and did ſo largely and ſo effefually 
prove all the former Charges againſt the wretched prevarica- 
tions of that Biſhy, and his Vindicator ; Was it not a very 
pleaſant thing to ſee a Sheet and half printed againſt it zvith 
the pompous Title of A Full Anſwer to it? But I cannot be 
angry at the Man, for all the World is ſatisfyed that he is 
fich of that Controverſie ; and that a Sheet and a Half was 
enmgh in Conſcience for a Man in his Condition, He did 
indeed about the ſame time threaten the Learned Author of 
the Diſcourſe againſt Extreme UnRion with a Sheer 
againſt his Book, wherein he would take it to pieces : But 
I ſupprſe he was half aſleep when he made that promiſe, and 


quite 
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To the Reader. 


quite forgot it up his firſt ſleep. It is ten to one, but ſame 


of their party will rouſe up this donghty Champion; and rel! 
him, that now he may venture to write his Sheer againft 
that Book, fince there is no fear of an Aniwer from rhe 
Author of that Diſcourſe, who is now in his Grave: But 
if I might be of Council to him, I would adviſe bim to think 
twice before h: ventures on his Sheet-anſwer ; for tho the 
Incomparable and never-to-be-forgorren Dr. Clapgetr, the 
Author of that Book, be (to our unſpeakable Iſs ) in his 
Grave.yet neither his Book.,nor kis Memoryynor his Friends 
are buried with him ; and though that Book is more than 
able to defend ir ſelf againſt ſo very weak an Adverſary, 
yet were it not, I amtold, that let our Adverſaries begin 
as ſoon as they pleaſe, either againſt char, or any other 
of his many excellent Diſcourſes againſt Popery ; they will 
find, that there are ro0 many Friends to the Memory and 
Reputation of that' Pim and Learned Champriin of the 
Church of England, to ſuffer any thing againſt Him to lye 
unanſwered, And I canmt fancy but ſame Penple are my 
humble Servants for this kind hint,who do not love to burn 
their Fingers. 

I will but mention one other inſtance of our Adverſaries 
extravagant behaviour in this bin4, againſt that Book, the 
Defence of whi:h I am entruſted to publiſh, the Celebrated 
PRESERVATIVE AGAINST POFPERY : how tevy ac 
ceptable to the World this excellent Trat was, the unjver- 
ſal entertainment it met with, and the many thouſands ſo 
greedily bought up, do ſufficiently ſhew : How much the 
Book did in it ſelf deſerve all that kindneſs it found, every 
Reader will ſoon diſcover, that will but give himſelf the 
trouble to read any one Page of it, I muſt confeſs, T have 
been mightily pleas'd, that our Adverſaries themſelves 
can find how very good a Book it is : T hear ſome of them 
rail unmeaſurably at it, and are at a loſs how to vent them- 


; ſelves more paſſonately againſt it : and this I tahe for as 


infallible a ſign, that this Book 7s a very good one,r I 


would the leaſt commendation of theirs, for its being a ve» 


ry dull one. 
This Book then, with the Commendation of all our own 
A 3 Church, 
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To the Reader. 


Church, and the bitrer Revilings of ſome of our Adverſa- 
ries, have made ſo conſpicuous, and atteſted its great worth, 
aid deſerve a very shilful Manager (if they muſt be anſwer - 
ing it ) to pull down all the worthy DoRor had with ſo mach 
*kill and accuracy been building againſt them ; did call for 
one who could anſwer with the ſame Solidity, Clearneſs 
and Wir that the Doors Book had been written with. But 
a if this Book had been one of the dulleſt Pieces that was 
mubliſhed on,our part, a Jeſuit ( that is famors for ſome- 
thing_) is employ'd to Anſwer it; and as if there had been 
29 reaſon, nor ſenſe, nor any thing for an Adverſary to fa- 
ten upon in the PRESERV ATIVE the Jeſuit gives 
is an Anſwer of a Sheet, as thinking that enowgh, or too 
much to employ againſt a Book that had nothing in it. 

But this Jeſuit is one of the moſt unlucky men that ever 
ventur'd upon Controverfie ; for « all the World did grant 
that this was a ridiculous Anſwer to ſo great a Book, ſo 
it raiſed the Indignation of moſt men againſt it, to ſee a 
Jeſuir rrifling in a matter of ſo great concern, and nibling at 
a Book, the leaſt Paragraph of which he is utterly unable 
to Anſwer. This is that, I believe hich provoked the ho+ 
neſt Foorman to Write this Reply tothe Jeſuirs Anſwer to 
the Doftor's PRESERVATIVE ; for he found the Jeſuir 
bad Whitten in ſuch a ſtrain of Senſe and Reaſon rogerher, 
os if he had intended to enter the Liſts with ſome ſuch 
Perſon as himſelf, and not with the Excellent Maſter of 
the Temple: And I do not wonder that the honeſt Foot - 
man could not reſiſt the temprarion of carching the Jeſuir 
at ſuch an advantage, and of tabing this ſo favourable an 
opportunity of having a certain Viftory over him ; this 
would have tempted a-more Learned Man, but I am well 
enugh pleaſed that the honeſt young Footman has the glo- 
xy of it. 

;& would have expefed that when the Jeſuit undertook 
to Anſwer fo large a Book as the Preſervarive in ſo little 
room, he would have fallen immediately upm the Book be 
was anſwering ; but it ſeems he thought he had room to call 
others to account tov in that ſmall compaſs ; and does very ſe- 
verely fall upon all our Reformers in general, as well as 
ſome Authors alite in parricular, The 
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The Honeſt Foorman does confine ay in his Reply 
to the Defence of the PRESERVATIVE :t "2 and lets the 
| wy Preface alone, as nothing to the purpoje indeed there: 

ut I am willing ta have a word or two with him about it, 
and ſee how the Reformers and thrſe Men are concerned 
bere in Anſwer to Dr. SHERLOCK's PRESERVATIVE. 

The Jeſuit at firſt daſh accuſes our Reformers of falling 
preſently | when they ſet up for Oppoſers to Popery | to for- 
' geries, cliping of Texts, Fathers and Councils 3 but for- 
gets in bis fury to give the Reader one injt ance of any For 
gery, cliping of Text, Father, or Council, He ſhould 
nt have forgotten to have done this, ſince the World will 
be ready enough to believe that it was not for any good will 
that he did omit them,but that all the reaſon was, that tho he 
had malice enough to accaſe them of it, yet that he wanted 
means to prove it upon them, But this Accuſation they find 
to be abſolutely neceſlary, becauſe our Men do ſo often ac- 
cuſe them of thoſe very things, and they are not for being 
behind-hand in ſuch Charges, true or falſe it makes no mat- 
ter, the thing muſt be done to beep off ſome way or other ſq 
ſevere a Blow. The Accuſations run high on both ſides, 
and the Reader hath this certain way of knowing where the 
Guilr lies, that the Church of Rome accule 1s, but do not 

rove it, but our Men do not only accuſe them, but prove 
it upon them, 

For a clear Proof of this we need look no further than 
this Jeſuit bimſelf, who of all Men living ſhould have 
kept is Pen from ſuch an Accuſation, ſince be knows one 
that lies under the ſevere charge of many ſuch things. This 
very Jeſuir is #he Perſon ſo famous for the Controverſie 
about a Sermon of St. Auſtins betwixt him and one of our 
learned Writers, who did not only prove that that Sermon 
which the Jeſuit had quoted ina Prayer before Sermon was 
« Forgery, but that the Authors he brought afterwards to 
defend himſelf with, were neither better nor worſe than 
down-right Forgeries. I have given my ſelf the trouble for 

the worlds ſahe of examining that Controverſie, and find 
' that the 14th Sermon de Santis wrged by the Jeſuit is 4 
Forgery ; that the 18th of the ſame ſort is a —_” ; 
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To the Reader. 


that bis St, Kieroms Sermon was 4 


* See the Firſt * Forgery ; that his Hephotiſus was a 


and Second Ler- Forgery ; that his Mallion's Sermon 

rers ro Lewis Sa- was a Forgery ; that his Story about 

bran Jeſuit. Juvenal and Marcian the Emperor was 
a Forgery. 

And in a Controverſte betwixt theſe two, n1t abwe 4 

Manth ago, about Invocation of Saints, I find our Author 

charging the Jeſuit with the ſame things,or 
*Sce the third worſe, * that his firſt Author was ſuppoſe- 
Lerrer to Sa- titious ; that he had not only clipt chat Au-« 
bran theJeſuir. thors words, but brought them to prove 

that very thing, for the confating of which 
the Author had himſelf intended them : That he had put 
d1wn a Prayer to the Virgin Mary, as out of that Author, 
mt a ſyllable of which was to be found there ; that ar og 
hat falſified his next Quotation from St. Cyril 3 that his 
NeRarius uponTheodore was a Forgery that his Prayers 
to the Virgin Mary from Methodius, from Ephrem Syrus, 
from Athanaſius, and from Leo were Forgeries ; that Gre- 
gory Nazianzens Prayer to her was a Forgery ; that his 
Proofs from S, Ambroſe, from Gregory Nazianzens Tam- 
bicks were Forgeries 3 that his Prov How the Council of 
Chalcedon was clipt and abuſed; that his Quotations from 
the Council of Laodicea,Gangrz and Carthage were every 
one of them miſrepreſented and abwſed : I muſt confeſs I was 
ammzed at ſuch a maſs of Forgeries in ſo little room, and 
could n:t have thought it poſſible that any man that pretend's 
to the leaſt bnowledge in Boooks could be guilty of ſuch things, 
much leſs that this very Jeſuit could have been the Man, wbo 
is ſo veryready to accuſe others (thy myſt falſely) of it. 

He next falls upm particular Men, and begins with Dr, 
Comber, whoſe Book he ſays, was firſt ſer forth by him 
in the time of the prerended Plor, and 1s fo full of falſe 
Quotations, that they can be produced by Dozens. 

But theſe things ſhould not have been aſſerted ſo boldly, 
for the Author of rhat Book printed it firſt in 1674. which 
is four years ſooner than our Jeſuit (wh? it ſeems bnows bet- 
ter than be) will hate it ; and a third Edition og 
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To the Reader. 
with all the Quotations , was Licenſed tefore the end of 
1676, As for the Dozens of falſe Quotations which the 
Jeſuir ſays are in that Book 3, let kim produce them as ſon 
as he pleaſes, I can aſſure him, he ſha!l nit fail of an An- 
ſwer not only to them, but to thoſe ewo his Friend the Repre- 
ſcnrer hath already attach. 

As for the Anſwerer to the Addreſs, whom the .Jeſuir 
next tells us was run down for an ignorant Scribler, I will 
only tell him, that the Addrefler may ery quickly hear from 
that worthy Verſon, who will convince them bath, that we 
have no bad Cauſe to defend, and that he is no unsilful 
Defender of it. 

And mw the Jeſuit has got to Dy.Sherlock's Preſervative. 
where I ſhall take leave of him, and commit him to the Hy- 
neft Footman, who ' does bere undertabe him ;, but before I 
conclude this, I think it fit to give the Reader ſome account 
of the Defence of the Dottor's Book againſt the Jeſuir, 
which I am here publiſhing. 

It was brought to my hands by the young Man himſelf why 
had been diretted to me by a Friend, The reaſons of his 
writing it, and encountring the Jeſuit, I believe I have gueſ- 
ſed before ; and thoſe that will peruſe the Jeſuir's Paper,will 
T queſtion rot be of my mind. He? did with a great deal of 
Modeſty, commit it to my Diſp:ſal: Ttild him I would Print 
it\ſince Iwas very well ſatisfyd with it, However that theRe, - 
der may ſuſpe& no fraud nor foul play, I do profeſs here upin 
the word of a Chriſtian, that I have committed it to the Preſs 
as it was deliver'd me by the young Man himſelf, in his o0@n 
Hand-writing, withaut the addition, or tabing away of one 
word, or alterinz one Sentence or Line, ſo that the Reader 
will have it juſt as I bad ;, excepting the falſeneſs of the 
Engliſh, which is pardonablr enough in a prov Servant, that 
was very young deprized of his Parents, and never had more 
Learning than to read Engliſh : However, upom this, T or- 
der'd the Bookseller to ſpeak to his Gompoſitor at the Prefs, 
to corre the Engliſh as he ſets it, 

I hope none will be angry that I encourage ſo mean a Per- 


ſon jo far, as to help his Book to the Preſs againſt the Jeſuit, 
none of our Church will be angry, and none of theirs cught, 
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To the Reader. 


ſince they ſhould remember, it is not ſo long ſince, that one 
of their Foot Soldiers was for fighting a Pen-duel with the 
Reverend and very worthy Dr. Teniſon, ( whom the Je- 
ſuit in this very paper could not avoid ———_ ) and pub- 


liſhed a thing called a Book againſt that worthy Perſon : the 
inequality between whom is, Ttake it, far greater than be- 
tween my Writer and the Jeſuit: and there is another 
greater difference in the buſineſs , for my Man treats the 
Jeſuir throughout with reſpe&, and gives him no ill Lan« 
guage 2. Had the other done ſo, it would, as I concerve, have 
been mo diſparagemenz either to his Cauſe, or his Profeſſion. 

And ſo I commit the Book to- the Peruſal of the Reader, 
whoſe favour I will not beſpeak; for it, ſince it is ſo able to ſpeak 
for it ſelf, and will only wiſh it good ſpeed, 
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[| Muſt not forget to advertiſe the Reader, rhar as to 

thoſe _—_ out of Latin or Greek Authors, 
which the Young Man is far from underſtanding, as he 
declares in his Book, and therefore might juſtly be 
ſuſpeted to have been added by ſome other hand : 
(Upon my enquiry) He rold me he had that from Nt- 
> many our of the Preface of White's Way to the Church, 
and the reſt from Aliaco, Scotus, and Tonſtal out of the 


Book ic ſelf, Digreſſion 45th, numb, 9, where I ſuppoſe any ' 


inquiſicive Reader may find them. 
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A Defence of Dr. Sherlock's Pre- 
ſervative againſt Popery, in Re- 
ply to a Jeſuit's Anſwer. 


O begin then wich Dr. Sherlxb's Principles, 

| which overthrow all right uſe of common Senſe : 
For the firſt, che Anſwerer tells us it is Paze 

the Third, and there I find the DoRor blaming the 
Church of Rome * for not ſuffering her People to Diſpute 
* therr Religton,nor to read Heretical Bogks, nay not ſo much 
* as to look into the Bible it ſelf ; which he repears thus, 
They will not allow reading Heretical Boks, leaving ouc 


+ what was ſaid of the Bible, it being too hot for him ; 


he could not deny the FaR, nor had courage enough to 
Defend ir, but ſaith, His reaſon cannot teach him how God 
ſhould require the Reading of Heretical Books; and ſo takes 
it for granted , that all the Writings of our Divines are 
ſo, nay and the Bible ir ſelf roo, if he will keep to the 
PoRors words, Well, but there are ſme Miniſters ( in 
the Moon poſlibly, for we cannor learn where ) that uſe 
all endeavours to hinder their Flock from hearing Cathalich 
Sermons and reading Catholich Books. Catholick Ser- 
mons, bleſſed be God, we do or may hear every Lords 
Day at leaſt, yea and read Catholick Books too: Ah ! 


- bur he means Roman Catholich Bo:ks and Sermons ; ler 


it be ſo, and defire him to tell you who it 1s that ever 


; forbid his People to hear a Sermon, or read one of 
| their Books ; I confe fs this ought to be done with cau- 
: tion, knowing we have to do with them who make ir 


| their praRice to deceive. For my part I gladly profeſs 


| my ſelf a Member, though an unworthy one, of the 
Church of England, and hope God will cycr give me 


Grace 


-— ——— 
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2 A Deſnce of Dr. S's. Preſervative 

Grace todo it : And I have, according to the liberty 
which God and thac Church hath given me, read ſeve- 
fal Books, nor refuſing his Catholick ones, nor being 
contented with an Implicit Faith, eſpecially when 1 
read in the Sacred Scripture a Command, To be ready 
to give an Anſwer t1 every one that ſhould asl; a Queſtion of 
the Hope which is in us, to try the Spirits, t2 try all things, 
and the like; and I know not tut I may ſtill do the 
ſame, as that ſmall allowance of time, which one in 
my circumſtances can expe, will atford me; for as 
Dyoniſuus Alexandrimss ſaith, (Niceph, 1.6. c. 8.) He uſed 
ſometimes to be occupied in reading the Writings and Trea- 
tiſes of Heretichs, though it ſomething poſſuted his mind 
with touching thery unclean Opinions, becauſe he reaped this 
profit thereby, that he might the eaſver refell them, and the 
more execrate and deteſt them. 

Preſervative againſt Popery, p.4+ * 45k them whether 
* they will allow you to jadge for your ſelves in matters of Re- 
* igion ; if they will not, why will they trouble you with dif- 
* puting ? you cannit be convinc'd unleſs you judge to, and 
* thereby reſolve Faith into a private Spirit.----- Here let our 
* Proteſtant fix: his fort, and nat ſtir an inch till they diſown 
* Infallibility, and confeſs, that every man can and muſt 
* judge for himſelf, in matters of Religion, according to the 
* proofs that are offer'd to kim, 

Anſwerer, this is to ſay, *Tis impoſſible to comvince 4 
man that in reaſon he ought to ſubmit his Judgment to that 
of any other, though Infallible. But how doth this Iofe- 
rence follow ? Ir appears plain and natural ro me, that I 
may ſubmic my Judgment to an Infallible Judge, and 
yer the Church of Rome may nor be that Judge 3 muſt 
I ſubmit my Senſe and Reaſon to be govern'd by the 
Pope, or elſe own it impoſſible to be convinc'd by Rea- 
fon chat I may doir to an Infallible Judge? Upon my 
word, Sir, if you will but prove your Church Infallt- 
ble, Ile immediately forſake that Church which at pre- 
tent I think my ſelf very happy in, for yours. - Doth 
this Pretty Logic, as you call -it, make void all the 
right uſe of common Senſe and Reaſon, when ir m_ 
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4Plain Truth, as he calls it; the firſt is, as he repeats 


againſt A Tſunte. 3 


lead us to ſubmit to any juſt Authoricy ? Surely no, bur 
argues that we may make uſe of chem to judge berwixt 


* a juſt Authority, and an Impoſture char uſurps thac 
4 name. 


The DoRor doth not take the Zews part againſt 
St. Paul, nor bid us not hearken to him till he difown 
Infallibility 3 *cis the produ&t of your own Brain : 
When you can give us ſuch proofs for your Infallibilty 
as he did, we ſhall own ic ; till then, we are cantent 
to be in the number of your Herericks. 

Preſervative, fol. 6. *What difference is there between 


: © Mens uſing therr private Judgments to turn Papiſt, or to 


© turn Proteſtant 2 The Anſwerer teiis us, page 4. That 
"tis the * ſame as betwixt two ſich Men, the one whereof 
chooſes ta put himſelf in an able Dotors bands, whom he 
khn1ws to have an infallible Remedy, whilſt the other chooſes 
his own Simples, and makes bis own Medicine, Welland 
1s not here private Judgment uſed all this while? Dorh 
nor he that puts himſelf into this able Doors hands, 
uſe his private Judgment as well as the other ? And is 
not the DoRtor as much obliged to him for it? for if 
he did nor uſe his Judgmenr, how could he find our 
this able DoRtor, or know that he had an Infallible Re- 
medy ? So that what Dr. Sherhch ſaid is true, That you 
are as much obliged to private Judgment for your Converts 
as Proteſtants can be, 

Well, but now he tells us, the Door takes the Ca- 


\tholic's part, and though faintly, yer ſpeaks well in fo 
aclear a Cauſe, ( Preſervartive, fo/. 9. ) 


* theſe Diſputes is only to lead you to the Infallible Church, 
$ and ſet you upon a Rock ; and then it is very natural to re- 
$ nounce your own Judgment, when you have an infallible 
Bur now for convincing Reaſons againſt this 


ut, thus, They cannot with any ſenſe diſpure with 1s about 
The particular Articles of Faith, becauſe the ſenſe given 
pf Scripture and Fathers takes its Authority From the 
YChurch underſtanding it ſo. This he is pleaſed to ſay, 
Js falſe ; the ſenſe takes its Authority from God who ſpake 
that Word, But how if that ſenſe be not there ? Tes, the 
{ Spirze 
; 
5 


* The intention of 
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2 of God is to abide with her ( i.e.the Church of Rome ) 


or ever, John 14.16. and ſo ſhe cannot err, T wonder how 
our Adverſaries can ſo palpably wreſt ſuch Texts, ef- 
cially conſidering they have ſo often been cold of ir 

y our Divines. Burt to return, the DoRor having ſaid, , 
© That if we ſhould admit of the former Plea, that then, 
* firſt it puts an end to all the particularDiſputes of Religion 
* between us and the Church of Rome ; we may diſpute about 
* an Infallible Fudge, but they cannot with any ſenſe diſpute 
* with us about the particular Articles of Faith, ſuch as Tran- 
* abſtantiation, the Sacrifice f the Maſs, the Worſhip of 
© Images,and the like; for theſ? are to be learnt only from the 
© Church, and cannot be proved by Scripture or Fathers, with- 
© our the Authority of the Church,But you ſee how he parcs 
the words;and to fſhew you that this Charge 15 true] ſhall 
only mention ſomerhing upon the firſt Point, viz.Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, our of their own Writers ; and though 
I never read their Books, nor do underſtand any other 
Language than my own, yer I am ſo ſure that they are 
honeſtly quoted, thar I challenge any Romaniſt to prove 
the contrary. Petrus de Aliaco the Cardinal faith, (4 V, 
6 Art, 2 f.) That manner which ſuppoſeth the Subſtance of 
Bread to remain ſtill is poſſible, neither is it contrary to rea- 
ſon, or to the Authority of Scripture 3 nay it is eaſier to con- 
ceive, and more reaſomable than that which ſays the $45- 
ſtance doth leave the Accidents ; and of this Opinion ro in- 
convenience doth ſeem to enſue, if it could be accorded with 


the Churches determination. Scotus ſaith (Script. Oxon. 4, gi 


D. 11. 9.3. $ quantum ergo ad iſtum) Principally this ſeem- 
eth to move 1 to hold Tranſubſtantiation, becauſe concer ning * 
the Sacraments we are to hold as the Church of Rome | 
doth. And ( 4 d. 14 4.3 - Bill. Euchar, |. 3. c. 23. There 
is no Scripture to convince it, unleſs you bring the Church of 
Rome's Expoſition, Tonſtal ſaith, (de Verit.Corp.Cy Sang. 
Þ. 46.) That it was free for all men, till the Council of La» 
reran, to follow their own conjefures as concerning the man« 
ner of the Preſence. 
This ſhews upon what account Popery is believ'd, and 
with what reſpe& they treat Scripture, making 8 a" 
ce 
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againſt a Feſuite. $ 
eed what they have called ir, A Noſe of Wax, that (o it 
might be flexible to cover their Errors. Now if the 
Fenie they conrend for cannot be proved from thoſe 
exts which rhey bring for ir,nor is contained in Scrip» 
*ture, but that another Senſe may be had without any 
Inconveniency, that is more cafie ro conceive,and more 
reaſonable,” bur that the Church of Rome hath determi- 
ped ochefWiſe : Surely we may conclude, that the 
$criprvure rakes-irs Aurhority from the Church, under- 
Randing ir ſo, ſeeing they believe it wholly upon that 
account, and would believe otherwiſe, were 1t nor for 
that Reaſon, 


Preſervative, &c. fol.11. © As them whether the belief 
* of an Infallible Judge muſt be reſolved into every man s prt- 
® vate Fudgment ? Whether it be not neceſſary to believe this 
$ with -a Divine Faith? And whether there can b? a Drume 
s Faith without an Infallihle Fudge * ( Anſwerer, p.4.) 
There can be no Divine Faith without a Divine Revelation, 
True; and therefore if you will have me with a Divine 
Faith, believe char there is an Infallible Viſible Judge, 
nay, that the Pope 1s he, pray ſhew me a Divine Reve- 
lation for it. 


Anſwerer, p.5.) No underſtanding Proteſtant can be diſ- 
puted into Popery, which owns an Infallible Church, &c. Bur 
zhe DoRors words are, © No underſtandiug Proteſtant can be 
diſputed into this kind of Popery, | i. e. that the Church is 
Jofallible, and that rhe Church of Rome is that infallible 


"Church; ] and then gives his reaſons : © 1. No Arguments 


$ can give me an infallible certainty of the Infallibility of the 
® Church (f. 17,) Now what faith the Anſwerer ? why 
Hear him, We ſaw Dr. Sherlock juſt now pleading for the 
_ againſt $t.Paul,now be reaſons even againſt Chrift our 

od bleſſed for evermore, (juſt alike indeed Sir ) bis words 
hrove that Chrift who own'd himſelf Infallible, did impru- 
#ently to Preach or work Miracles. Arguments ſo offen- 
Jrve to piows Ears ( mentioned 2 Tim. 4- 3.) ought to 
meet with no other Anſwer than Prayers for him who offers 
them, 
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them, And doth this indeed follow-from the DoRors 
words ? Is the compariſon all one berween your Rea- 
ſons and Arguments for your Churches Infallibility, and 
thoſe which Chriſt offter'd with the addition of Mira- 
cles ? And yet though he was Infallible, and did work 
Miracles to confirm his Do&rin, he did did-not com- 
mand them to be content with an Implicit Vaith, but + 
the contrary, Search the Scriptures, John 5. & 35. and 
Mark 12. 24. tells them, They erred not knowing the Scrip- 
tures, Beſides, Sir, could there nor be a true cerrainty 
withour Infallibility ? DothDr.Sherlock ſay,That the Jews 
could not be diſputed into Faith, unleſs that Faith were In- 
fallible 2 No, he leaves that to be talked of by you who 
are the great Pretenders to it. 

Ibid. * It impoſſible by reaſon to prove, that men muſt 
© not uſe their own Reaſon and Judgment in matters of Re+ 
© lzgrom, Anſwerer, That Men muſt uſe Reaſon to come t9 
the Knowledge that God bath revealed what they beliere \ 
* very certain But after that there is no further uſe 
of Reaſon, if we believe St. Paul, but in order to the bring- 
ing into Captivity all Underſtanding into the Obedience of 
Chriſt, 2 Cor. 10. his meaning is, that he . will allow 
you to uſe your Reaſon, ſo long as it leads you to the 
Church of Rome z but if once you find any thing to 
contradi& thar, you muſt immediately renounce it, Fa 
and nor expe& Senſe and Reaſon from an Infallible om 
Church, which is above all rhat 3 but merhinks if my Wor 
Senſe and Reaſon will ſerve me to find out an Infallible @whi 
Church, ir is a little ſevere ro renounce it when I 
come there. We do not find jn Scripture that they 
did or were required to do thus, nay the contrary ; 
and yer ſure the Apoſtles were as Infallible as the Church 
can prerend ro be now, 1 Epiſtle of 7ohn 4. 1. Beliere $ 
not every Spirit, but try the Sprrits whether they be of God, 
1 Cor. 10. 15. I ſpeak as to Wiſe Men, judge ye what T ſay. 
And A#s 17. 11. We have this particular commendation of 
the Bereans, that they were more noble than thoſe of 
Theſfalonica, in that they received the Word with all rea- 


dineſs of mind, and ſearched the Scriptures daily, to ſee *® 
whetber 


. 


o 


againſt a Feſuite, 7 
hether what they heard were conformable thereto, or na. 
5 F Preſervative, Q&5c. fol. 21, * We have as much aſſurance 
- $f of every Article of our Faith, as you have of the Infallibility 
of your Church; firſt, becauſe we are in general oa that 

- i the Scriptures are the Word of God, Anſwerer, Hitherts 
K There holds ſome parity, though but lame, but ſuppoſe it were 
= ntire, the Concluſion would be this, Catholichs are as certain 
T of the Senſe of Scripture, as Proteſtants are that they have 
Letter, Bur don't you forger, Sir, chat Infallibility 1s 

'- Te Point diſputed ? you ſay indeed you have ir, bur you 
y Tre Judges in your own Cauſe 3 none own it bur your 
's Elves ; bur che Scripture all Chriſtians own to be the 
!- Word of God, yea and we have the concurrentTeſtimonies 
0 'of all Churches that we have thoſe Canonical Books : 
and have we no better ground for our Belief in thar 
int;than you have for the orther,ſceing you contradict 
diſpure againſt all Mankind, and are fain to take ir 
Spon your own Word, with the wreſting of -a Text or 
© to ſpeak for the Church of Rome, which is ro have 
6 other Limiration thanro che Church Univerſal ; bur 
;* &f your Church be nor Infallible { which you know we 
') By ) what warrant can you have for receiving particular 
v Yoinrs of Faith, wholly becauſe ſhe reacherh them ? 
e Mere if you are nor ſound in rhe firſt point, all the reſt 
0 Will cumble. Bur now Proteſtants have all the certainty 
', WMaginable for the Rule of rheir Faith, and for the par- 
c gcular poinrs of ir; becauſe they prove them from the 
Y Word of God, which is their Rule. Bur ler us ſuppoſe 
ec Swhile that your Church were Infallible, whar greater 
| Eerrainty (for that is the Point you know which the 
y or was upon) have you of it, chan we have of any 
; _—_ point of Faith? As for the certainty of Rea- 
h fn and Argument, that we have, and would fain ſee 
.e JOu ſhew more; whar we believe 1s according ro Scrip- 
4.re, and doth not contradi& either Senſe or Reaſon, 
y. Er any other Principle of Knowledge ; which you know 
of the People of your Church are nor ro ſtand upon; bur 
of Wmir co her reaching, ler her reach how ſhe will, be- 
7- Ghuſc ſhe 1s ſuppoſed to be Infallible, though they have 
no 
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no greater certainty of ir, than Proteſtanrs have for any } P 
fingle point; which makes ir ridiculous indeed, for any Þ for 
Man to forſake the Church of England for the Church $ þ: 
of Rome, upon the account of greater certainty. aſe 
Preſervarive, Ibid, Secondly, © and in particular, we Y Fu: 
© are aſſured that the Faith which we profeſs is agreeable toYqua 
6 Scripture. Thus far the Anſwerer : But the Door ad- F199 
ded, * or expreſly contained in it, and does not contradi# ei- of 
© ther Senſe or Reaſon,nor any other Principle of Knowledge. Jne 1 
Now what ſaith the Anſwerer ? why, If he means that Try 
they bave the ſame Proof for this, which Catholicks have Re 
for the Infallibility of the Church,that is for the Being of that $wou! 
Church which declares ber ſelf Infallible (for a Church err-Wha 
ing in ſuch _ would ceaſe to be the Church of Chriſt ) will 
then "tis evidently falſe, ſince each Chriflian in this Age Pick 
hath the ſame Evidence of ber being the Church of Chriſt, Þc 
and of ber teaching Truth, and conſequently of ber Infallibili- Js ix 
ty, which be hath of Chriſt, viz. Propheſies, Miracles, 8c. ghou 
which ns Proteſtant ſo much as challengeth for the certainty He | 
of the / r we wn Senſe of Scripture ;, the ſame Proofs which Þ 
Catholicks have for the Infallibility of the Church, that is, (hi; 
for the Being of the Church. This is a pretry conceir, the nd 
Infallibility of the Church, that is to ſay, the Being of thou 
Church : Can't a Church be then withour being In- the 
fallible ? Well ! but every Chriſtian in this Age hathFob 
the ſame Evidence of the Church : 4 Romes being the hi 
Church of Chriſt,and of her teaching Truth, and conſequent- Fure 
ly of her Infallibility, which he hath of Chriſt, viz. Prophe- fny. 
fies, Miracles, &c, And where I pray are theſe things ! This 
What ! the Evidence (© plainto all Chriſtians, and yer Yhe 
two parts of three that can ſce no ſuch thing ? I confeſs ho 
we have heard much of Miracles, but could never ſee Huſ 
any 3. if they have any, they are kept to themſelves : he t 
but *cis no matter, for ( as a late Author hath ir ) the} P 
rms Miracle is, TIE man can believe _ : TYag 
not repeat any ; they are common enough ; any We 
one that mg mind ro ane b Book full, need but en- Yon: 


quire for the School of the Euchariſt, and I believe he ve! 
will hare (arisfaRion. : we 7 
re- 


-] 


againſt a Teſuite. 9 
ly 2 Preſervative, (5c. f. 23. * If you mf not uſe your Rea» 
y fon and private Fudgment, then you muſt not by any Reaſons 
NY be perſuaded to condemn the uſe of Reaſon. This 15 a plain 

aſe; for as the Door adds, * to condemn is an att of 
pe 7Zadgment : Bur the Anſwerer faith, All this might with 
to qual weight be ſaid of a ſick Man, who diſſuaded from 
d- Tbooſing his own Remedies, and deſired to ſend for a shilful 
1- Poor, ſhould anſwer, 'Tis impoſſible by Reaſon to perſuade 
e. Ine mt to uſe my Reaſon, in governing my ſelf by Reaſon, as 
at my own Reaſon teacheth me ; which would be to condemn 


ve Reaſon, and yet be guided by your Reaſon ; ſuch Diſcourſe 
at Jvould prove the Sich Man at leaſt ſomewhat light headed. 
T- hat "tis a Symptom of in Dr. Sherlock his Modeſty 
t ) Svill not ler him be pojitive in. Bur, Sir, Is this ſame 


Sick Man, when he is defired ro ſend for ſome able 
DoRor, perſuaded to renounce his Reaſon, or rather, 
it not that he ſhould ſubmit his Judgment (nor re- 
c.gounce his Reaſon) in that caſe, to thar Perſon whom 
ty He hath all the reaſon in the World to believe, hath 
ch& knowledge and underſtanding of thoſe things 
Is, hich are to be us'd for his Recovery than himſelf ? 
be nd all chis while, merhinks he is govern'd by Reaſon, 
of Fhough he doch nor think fir ro rrufl his own $skill; 'ris 
n- the DoRor's Profeſſion to know what Medicines are fir 
thFto be uſed in ſuch and ſuch Caſes and Conſfticurions, 
be Fvhich 1 never trouble my ſelf about; and therefore 
t- Jurely I may be govern'd by him, without renouncing 
e- $ny reaſon , nay, 'cis Reaſon that makes me do ir. Bur 
$ ! This bears no compariſon; Religion is, or ought to be 
et Yhe concern of all ; Phyſical Specularions, of thoſe only 
ſs Sho are pleaſed ro make it their Study : Every one 
ee Huſt believe for himſelf, but every one is not obliged to 
$ : $c his own DoRor, 
he} Preſervative, (Fc. fol. 25. © We muſt allow of no Reaſon 
I Yagainft the Authority of plain and expreſs Scyipture-—— 
ny Se may reaſonably conclude , that God underſtands the rea- 
n- Yons and nature of things better than we, This the An» 
he Grerer ſaith, is a very true and Catholich Principle, Whence 
we may infer, That when the Doftor comes to apply it, = 
e 
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be will be guilty of ſome Illogical Inference. Alaſs for Dr. 


Sherlock / who can hold no Catholick Principle, bur | 


whar muſt have ſome Illogical Inference arrending ir to 
ſpoil all; bur lers hear ic : * Tho ſhalt — the Lord 
* thy Gad, and him only ſhalt th ſerve, is ſach a plain and 
© expreſs Scripture, that n1 reaſon can juſlifie the Worſhip of 
* another Being, And what ſaich rhe Anſwerer to this, 
ſure ſome great matter, ſince he prepared his Reader 
before-hand with a Behold ? Why "tis like this, A Subjef# 


muſt lgue his King, and owe Allegiance to him alone, theres | 


fore mreaſon can juſtifie the love of a Child for his Father, 


* a Wife for her Husband, What a delicate piece of | 


Sophiſtry is here ! Bur 'cis no matter, his deſign is to 
confound us unlearned Hereticks : Bur, Sir, the Com- 
mand is, to ſerve God only ; which Service, we muſt of 
neceſſity underſtand to be that which is Divine 3 bur 
— is ſo : wherefore it irreſiſtably follows, rthar 
we muſt not worſhip any other Being, bur what we are 
here commanded to ſerve, which is, God alone: So 


your fimilirude will not hold. I am to love my King, 


(and I thank God Ido ir heartily) and to owe all Al- 
legiance to him, but I may love another to whom I owe 
no Allegiance ; but ro worſhip a Being, I can't withour 
ſerving that Being; wherefore the Text is plain againſt 
the Worſhip of any other bur God, 

Preſervative, (9c. fol. 25. and in the Anſwer, p. 5 
©The ſenſe of the Law is the Law — but when the Law is 
© not capable of a different ſenſe, or there is no ſuch Reaſon 
© os mabes one ſenſe abſurd, and the other neceſſary, the Law 
* muſt be expounded according to the moſt plain and obvious 
© ſenſe of the Words, Anſwerer. This Principle is ſound. 
Tou may then be ſure of a falſeInference at the heel of it ; juſt 
as before. Surely this Gentleman is one of Momus's 


Race, whom nothing could pleaſe. They write of him, j, 


that none of the Gods could do any thing bur he had 
a quarrel at it ; when Neptune had made a Bull, Vulcan 
a Man, and Minerva a Houſe, he quarrell'd at the Bull 
becauſe the Horns ſtood on his Head ; the Man,becauſe 


he had not a Window in his Breaſt ; the Houſe, be- 
cauſe 
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apainſt a Teſuite. l1 
cauſe ir ſtood not upon Wheels, to remove it when it 
ſtood nor well; and when Venus walked by, ſmiling ar 
his conceir, he cold her,ſhe was nor well made neither 
Wand her ſhooes made roo much creaking as ſhe wear, 
| WH Bur for the DoRors falſe Inference ; and this it 1s, * Thou 
Ss [ ſhalt not make to thy ſelf any Graven Image, &c. which 
4 Oo? ſo expreſs a Law againſt Image-worſhip, that m9 Reaſon 
» 5 muſt be admitted for it : And what hath he to ſay to 
" Wrhis ? Why, there are rwo Queſtions which he thinks 
F Fcannot be Anſwer'd, bur thar the Do&or's falſe Infe- 
* Frence will appear : Firſt then, What if you be told, that 
» Walthough the Jews had perhaps a Command of making no 
f YGraven Image, &c. yet this being a poſitive Law, and not 
confirmed in the Goſpel, doth nat oblige us ? Will this reaſon 
be admitted ? No; and yet you have no other motive to paſs 
by as expreſs a Law of San#tifying Saturday. And do you 
indeed Sir, think ir all one ? Is it not held on all hands 
that the keeping of rhe - rp er Figurative, 
riſt ? 


© Kand fo aboliſh'd at the Death of C Bur ſo far as it 
0 was Moral, namely , that a Seventh day ſhould be 
2 Fkepr, that ſtill remains Beſides, were we, or Chriſt 
- Fand his Apoſtles, Authors of this change ? Chriſt as he 
- Foſe on that day, ſo he did uſually appear on thar day 


Fo his Diſciples : And doth nor the Scripture mainrain 
he Celebration of ir by the conſtant praftice of the A- 
poſtles, As 20. & 9. 1 Cor. 16, & 21, which ſhews,thar 


5 Fre have better foundation for our Belief in this point, 
+ Than you who rely on Tradition. Well ! But ſuppoſe it 
n he rejoin'd, that only the making to themſelves ( by private 
W RHutbority) an Idol ro Adore it with Divine Worſhip is for- 
p] idden, can none of theſe Reaſons be heard? nm; then Be- 


leel by Gods Command, making ſeveral libeneſſes Fl things 
Earth, Solomon placing ſuch in the Temple, ſinned a- 
Qainſt the Firſt Commandment — The Truth is, what ſenſe 
ey put on any Text, 1s the expreſs Law, againſt which, no 
eaſon muſt be beard; ſo they challenge to themſelves the 
fallibility which they ſo ſturdily deny tothe Church of God. 
or anſwer to this then, firſt, we do not challenge the 
ifallibiliry which the pollured and degenerate Church 
of 
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of Rome (which he calls the Church of God) claims : 
For ſhe would have us take che ſenſe of any Scriprure 
upon her own word ; and becauſe ſhe ſo reacherh, we 
muſt ſubmir ro her definitions 3 and for this reaſon, be- 
cauſe ſhe hath defined chem : 'Tis not for private Chri- 
ſtians ro examin particular poinrs of their Faith or Re- 
ligion;z no, 'tis ſufficient ro ſubmit to an Infallible 
Guide ; and that roo, if ſhe declares as rhe Council of 
Conſtance did, Seſſion 13. concerning the Euchariſt, That 
notwithſtanding our Lord did inſtitute it in both kinds, and 
the Apoſtles ſo celebrated it, yet now it ſhould not be ſos 
which was confirmed by the Council of Trent, Sefl. 21, 
Bur for us Proteſtants, we cannor think that any reaſon 
can be ſufficient to lay afide an expreſs Text, Well, 
but how ſhall we excuſe Bezeleel and Solomon from ſin- 
ning againſt the Firſt Commandment ? Why truly thar 
is very eafie 3 for *ris plain, thar they did not make 
them for any Religious Worſhip, neither did they pay 
any Adoration to them, And what compariſon this 
hath ro the Praftice of the Church of Rome ar this day, 
T ſhall leave co any Man who hath any knowledge of 
their Religion, ro judge. 

And now (in good time) he tells us he will conclude 
the Dothor's admirable Principles and Inferences | i. e. thar 
make void all right uſe of common Senſe and Reaſon 
with one ſo ſingular, that it deſerves to be obſerved by 
all : And truly ir doth ſo, bur *ris of his own coyning ; 
rake it in Ms own words, page 6. No Argument from 
the neceſſity of a thing muſt be admitted to prove it is ;, if 
there be no Infallible Fudge, there" can be no-certainty of 
Faith— Tho it be true, and you think it to be true, you muſt 
not allow this conſequence, therefore there is one.------ Such 
Arguments do nt prove that there is ſuch « Fader, but that 
there ought to be, Now to ſee the Difſingenuity ( to 
ſay no worſe) of this Author, we muſt look into the » 
DoRor's' Book, and there (f.44-) he tells us, That © we 
© ſhould never admit any Arguments meerly from the uſefulneſs, 
© conventency, or ſuppoſed neceſſity of any thing to prove it 17. 
Now the Anſwerer leayes out the word ſuppoſed, ps! ſo 
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makes that abſolute, which was only conditional, f. 4, 
* If there be not an infallible Fudge, there can be no certainty 
*in Religion : This the DoRor ſaid 3 but for whom, I 
pray, for himſelf, or for the Roman Catholick ? And 
therefore he goes on, * If I thought all this were true (as 


» | # © Thelieve not a word of it is )I ſhould = conclude,char 


© ir is grear pity that there is nor an infallible Judge in- 
©ſtirured by Chriſt: Bur if you would have me con- 
© clude from theſe prmiſes, ergo, there is an infallible 
© Judge of Controverſies, I muſt beg your pardon for 
© that 3 for ſuch Arguments as theſe do nor prove that 
© there is ſuch a Judge, bur wy that there ought to be 
«* one,and therefore I muſt conclude no more from them. 
© Indeed this is a very fallacious way of reaſoning, be» 
© cauſe what we may call uſeful,convenienr,or neceflary, 
* may norbe ſo in ir ſelf; and we have reaſon to believe 
© jr is nor ſo, if God have nor appointed what we think 
* ſo uſeſul,convenient,and neceflary,whichis a cruer and 
© more modeſt way of reaſoning, than to conclude, that 
© God has appointed ſuch a Judge, when no ſuch thing 
6 y becauſe we think 1t ſo uſeful and neceſlary, 
© that he ought to do it. And now I would fain know 
who ir is that denies Wiſdom and Reaſon in God, 

And thus I have run through that point, which the 
Anſwerer told us he would enlarge upon, 7. e. Reaſon, 
which to defend Proteſtancy, we muſt make void, for 
ſo fam'd an Author as Dr. Sherlock, could nor ſupporr 
it,he ſaith, without making void all Reaſon,which Charge, 
how well he hath proved, the Reader is to judge. 

To go on then, the Principles of Dr, Sherlock , which 
mabe wid all Faith, follow nexr, which 'if I can bur 


find, we are to take notice of : And I ſhall not fay any ' 


thing to that long Harangue,which the Anſwerer makes, 
before he tells us where they be ; not that I think ir un- 
anſwerable, bur becauſe ir 1s that which hath been © 
often anſwered by our Divines, and whar they can ſay 
nothing to, bur repeat over there old Objeftions again, 
that ſo, if poſſible, they w_ keep rhoſe Learned Men 
from berrer employment. For the firſt then, the An- 
ſwerer tells us it is fob, 98, miſtaken for fol. 99. _ 
where 
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where the DoRor puts the caſe thus : * Suppoſe the Prote> 
t tant Faith uncertain, how is the Cauſe of - the Church af. 
© Rome ever the better ? Is Thomas an honeſt. Man, becauſe 
©* John s a Knave ? To this he anſwers, That fa Thomas 
and John be accuſed ſeverally of Theft, and the ftoln Goods 
be found with John, I concetve, though this prove not Tho- 
mas ſo aſſuredly an honeſt Man, yet an honeſt Jury would, 
he concerves, bring him in not Guilty. That there is a 
true Faith, and conſequently a certain Rule of Faith all 
Chriſtians acknowledge ; Proteſtants on one ſide chooſe one 
Rule, ( how differently ever they apply it ) Catholicks ano- 
ther ; I conceive then if the Proteſtant Rule be proved un- 
certain tis plain the Cathalicks Rule muſt be the certain one. 
Burt for aniwer to this conceit, which I confeſs made me 
ſmile ar the readin2; and to begin with Zohnand. Thomas 
for che firſt, Thetoln Goods are found with him,and ſo 
he's: condemned ; but now for the proof that Thomas is 
an honeſt Man,and I ſee no neceſlity that he ſhould be fo, 
unleſs there was nothing for him to ſteal bur what John 
bad gor; niy,unleſs ir be alſo proved that he had no hand 
in the caking of thoſeGoods which were found with Zohn, 
which he might have,and ſo be equally guilty with him, 
notwirchſtanding cheir being found with another, And 
{o for Proteſtants and Roman Catholicks, one chooſe one 
Rule and the other another. And ſuppoſe rhe Proteſtanr 
Rule be prayed falſe, doth it indeed neceflarily follow 
thar the Catholicks muſt be true ? Iconceive, Sir, thar 
you muſt firſt prove har it is impoſſible for People. to 
make to themſelves two wrong Rules, which I preſume 
will be labour. Suppoſe I ſhould rell you, thar there 
were two Men which were to goto ſuch a City or Town, 
bur could nor agree in their Judgments concerning the 
neareſt way which lead to it, and ſo rook two feveral 
ways, and conclude,when one of them had been prov'd 


to err, that the way which the.other rook muſt be the , 


neareſt way, which was to go to that City, or Town;and 
ſo the true and right way : Would you nor anſwer me, 
That that did not follow, for rthere- might be, a third; | 
and fo a nearer than cither of the former,. and. rbar 
they 
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they. might both err; wherefore if you could prove 
the Proteſtant Rule uncertain, -1 do not ſee how- it ap» 
pears ſo plain, as you would perſuade me, that your Ca- 
tholick one is the right. 

Whar can be rhe- Gentleman's meaning in his nexr 
afteted Paragraph, I cannot conceive, unleſs ir be this, 
That becauſe Proteſtants take the Reaſons of their Faith from 
Scripture, and not from the Church of Rome, that therefore 
they can have no certain or Drume Faith, which if it be, 
I pity him; if it be nor, I muſt defire him ro explain 
himſelf. 

Preſervative, (Fc. ibid. * We believe the Apoſtles Creed, 
© and whatever is contained in theWritings of the Evangeliſt s 
© and Apoſtles, and this is all we believe : And,T hope, they 
* will not ſay that theſe things are uncertain, Anſwer, p.7. 
They are in themſelves very certain, but not to any Prote« 
ftant, whoſe Rule of Faith cannot make him certain of any 
one Article, This is pleaſant, theſe things are certain, 
bur the Scripcure, which 1s our Rule, cannot make us 
certain of any one Article contained in it ; which ſhews 
demonſtratively upon what account they hold theirRe- 
ligion, and believe the Arricles of their Faith, nor be- 
cauſe they find them in Scripture, for that cannot make 
them certain they are rhere, bur becauſe their Church 
ſo tcacheth,which is the thing he means 3 that God hath 
given ſufficient means to come ro. the knowledge of, if 
we would bur uſe them : Well, but the Do#or's An- 
ſwer juſtifie s Turk, Few, and Gentile, and how, I pray, 
do they believe all thar is contain'd in the Writings of 
the Evangelifls and Apoſtles which we do ? and which 
you cannot deny, bur with a little grumbling, becauſe 
ave will not receive jr upon the Authority of your 
Church, with thoſe additions which ſhe is graciouſly 
pleas'd ro make. 

Preſervative, (5c. f.81. © If theſe things, { i.e. the Wri- 
tings of the Apoſtles, Cc. | * be not built upon certain Rea- 
© ſons,their Infallible Church can have no certainty of the Chri- 
© tian Faith. Anſwerer, This is moſt notoriouſly falſe, ſince ſhe 
1s net infallible by any Light of her own,but by the CE 
; E the 
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the Spirit of Truth, Were not the Apoſiles certain of what 
Chriſt told them, when they had achnowledg'd him the Son 
of God, before he gave them certain Reaſons for it ? "tis a 
blind Imptety even to think ſo. Patience good Sir, and 
only be pleaſed ro rell me whether theirs was a certain 
Faith withour certain Reaſon or no ? As for what the 
DoRor ſatd,it 1s undoubredly true ;, for as he faith bur 
juſt before, © Infallibility cannot make that certain, which 
* is in it ſelf uncertain : an Infallible Man muſt know thing s 
© as they are,or elſe he is miſtakben,and ceaſes to beInfallible ;; 
© and therefore what is certainghe infallibly _ to be cer- 
* rain ; and what is uncertain, he infallibly know to be un- 
© certain ; for the moft certain and infallible knowledge does 
© not change its Obje#t, but ſees it juſt as it is, Wherefore 
tuppoſmg your Church had rhe guidance of the Spirir 
of Truth ro make her infallible in all rhings, ſhe muſt 
certainly ſee rhings as they are: Wherefore the Scrip- 
rure muſt be the Word of God, and what 1s contained 
rherein cerrain, becauſe ſhe ſo reacherh, or elſe ſhe 
ccaſerh ro be Infallible, 

Preſervartive, (5c. fol. 82. ) © *Tts their common Argue 
© ment, that there is a great wariety of Opinions among 
© Proteſtants, and that they condemn one an:ther with equal 
* confidence and aſſurance. Bur the Anſwerer ſaith, he 
ſhould have added, Thwgh they uſe the ſame Rule of Faith, 
and apply it by the ſame means, and that thus propos'd "ris 
an unanſwerable Argument againſt our Rule of Faith, and 
evidently proves it uncertam. Alafs for us now, we are 
gone with a wirneſs, our Rule being prov'd uncertain, 
we maſt certainly err if we rely upon it : yer chear up, 
we have heard rhis unanſwerable Argument anſwer'd, 
particularly by the Reverend Dr. Stilleng fleet,in his An- 
twer ro F. S's Catholick Letrers 3 bur 'tis a Talent 1n- 
herent in a Romanift, to repeat his old muſty Argu- 
ments, withour raking notice of whar hath been ſaid 
in Anſwer thereto. But I muſt beg leave a while ro 
look into the fore-named Book, and there I find a full 
Anſwer to what is here ſaid 3 . S. having faid, That 


Scriptare interpreted by private Judgment was not the way 
1s 


againſt a Feſuite. 17 
to bnow certainly what Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught, be. 
cauſe they that made uſe of it that way did nit agree, but 
differ'd in Fundamentals. (In his firſt Letter.) The Do- 
Ror anſwers, fol. 39. thus, it dath not follow, by no means, 
that the Scripture is no certain Rule 3 and he puts it chus, 
according to F. S's Propoſitions, 1. * Arirhmerick pre- 
© ſcribes acertain way by Addition and SubſtraRton for us 
© ro find out any Sum. 2/y.Therefore it muſt be ſach,thar 
*hat they who take ir ſhall arrive by ir ar the juſtSum.z. 
© Bur ewomen who have made uſe of rhe ſame way,difitcr 
© at leaſt a hundred in caſting up the Sum. 4/z, There- 
* fore Arirhmerick doth nor preſcribe a certain way to 
6 arrain ar a certain Sum. $ly.Therefore they who take on- 
©ly that way,cannor by ir arrive at the certain Sum.Bur, 
ſairh hesf.qo.* choſe who confider a little berter than Mr. 
* $.hath done, will diſtinguiſh berween the Rule and che 
* Applicarion of ir ; the Rule of Arjthmerick may be ne- 
© vertheleſs certain, altho thoſe who want care and dili- 
* gence, may miſtake in caſting up a particular accompr. 
© The ſame we ſay here, Scripcure 1s a certain Rule in 
© all Fundamental Points, to ſuch as have capacity, and 
© uſe due care and diligence in finding them ; but we do 
© nor deny that men chrough prejudice, weakneſs, wanr 
* of atrention, authority of falſe Teachers, 1mparience of 
* chroughly examining rhings,and nor uſing proper helps, 
© may run into groſs. Errors — Bur ſtill che Rule 15 cer- 
© rain ro thoſe who uſe it arightr, f. 41. For alcho tlie 
* Scripture be an infallible rule, yer unleſs every man 
© chat makes uſe of ir be infallible, he may miſtake in rhe 
* application of it. | defire rhe Gentleman to rake rhis 
intro confideration, and if he think it nor fufhcicnr, to 
try his skill upon Dr. Stilling fleet. 

Preſervarive, &c. f. 83. * Were all Proteſtants of a mind, 
© whald their conſent and agreement prove the certainty of the 
© Proteſtant Faith ? The Anſwerer ſaith, Not at all, ct 
that it is a myſt ridiculous Inference of Dr. Sherlock, that 
© this is the ſame Rule, and their Dijagreement proves not 
© their Uncertainty, Al Union is no Argument of the Spurit 
of God ; for Perple may combine to a0 i; yet St, Payl 
aſſures us, Diſuniom and Diſſ-ntion is a certain mart: of the 
B 2 abs 
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abſence of the Spirit of God. You ſhould have added, 
in ſome, not inall the diſagreeing Parties : For ſuppoſe, 
Sir,the Queſtion be pur among a Company of Men to go 
rob ſuch a Houſe,or kill ſuch a Man ; ſome of chem con» 
ſent to ir, bur there are others which will nor ; I defire 
ro know, wherher irc be a mark of the abſence of the 
Spirit of God in thoſe which do nor agree to do thar 
Wickedneſs? And fo you ſee what the DoRor's moſt 
ridiculous Inference comes ro, and how he hath made 
wid all Faith. 

But now for Dr. Sherlock's Poſition, which makes 
word all Scripture-proof, as ir lies in the Anſwer, p. 7. 
If a Myſtery appear againſt Senſe and Reaſon, we muſt have 
a Scripture-proof as cannot poſſibly ſignifie any thing elſe, or 
elſe it will not anſwer that Evidence which we have againſt 
zt, Senſe and Reaſon proving it naturally impoſſible. A Text, 
he ſaith, which cannot poſſibly have another Senſe, doth nat 
leave it in any ones Liberty, who owns Scripture, to be an 
Heretich ; therefore the Church produced ny ſuch Text g- 
gainft the Arians and Neftorians; whence ut evidently 
follows, that according t» Dr. Sherlock, the Arians and 
Neſtorians were hound not to believe the Trinity, and the 
Incarnation of Chriſt, A Happy Miniſterial Guide / And 
well lead thoſe that follow him ! And now, Reader, I muſt 
defire you again to look into the DoRor's Book, and 
read what he faith, where I find thar 'ris bur © reaſmable 
© that the Evidence for it (i.e. Trarſubſtantiation ) ſhould at 
© leaſt be equal t5 the Evidence againſt it, f. 70. And there- 
© fore we muſt demand a ſelf-evident Proof for this, becauſe 
© tis ſelf-evident that Tranſubſtantiation contradits Senſe 
* and Reaſon, fol. 5 1. And fo he ſaich,-fol..72. That we 
* muſt demand ſuch aScripture-proof of Tranſubſt antiatton as 
© cannot poſſtbly ſignifie ary thing elſe, | withour contradt- 
Qing Senſe and Reaſon as that dorh'] © or elſe it will nst L 
© anſwer the evidence we have againſt Tranſubſt antiation ; for 
© Senſe an1 Reaſon pronounce Tranſubſtantiation to be natural- 
$ ly impoſſible ; and therefore, unleſs it b2 as impoſſible to put 
© any other Senſe upon Scripture, than what ſignifies Tran- 
$ ſubſtgntiation,as it is to reconcile Tranſubſtartigtion to S = 
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© and Reaſon,there is not ſuch go2d Evidence for Tranſubſt an» 
$ tiation as againſt it. Wich what Conſcience now can any 
man cavil at this, and ſay, at it makes woid ad Scrip- 
ture-proof ? As for the Triricy and Incarnation, which 
the Arians and Neſftorians diipurcd, they are Myſterics 
indeed, and might fcem to be above Senfe and Reaſon, 
buc they are not contrary to it 3 and it was not necel/a« 
ry to produce Scripture, which could nct poſſibly fig- 
nific any rhing elſe, that 1s to ſay, which could nor poſ- 
fibly have any other Senſe pur upon chem, withour cun- 
tradicting Senſe and Reaſon ; for rh.ey could nor prove 
that thoſe which were diſputed d1d eirher. Bur now 
for Tranſubſtanciation, thar chac dorh borh, 1s plain ; 
wherefore 'ris bur reaſonable ro defire a Scriprure-procf 
that cannor ſignifie any thing ciſe bur Tranſubſtanriari- 
on, wichour contradicting Senfe and Reaſon, elſe, as the 
Door ſaith, there is not ſo go21d4 Evidence for it as againſt 
it ; ſo thar for oughr our Author can ſay, Dr. Sherlock 
is a good Miniſterial Guide, and thoſe may be happy 
which follow his Guidance; when thoſe who ſeek ro per- 
vert Souls,and bring them intro a By-way of Darkneſs and 
error,may be lamenting abus'dMercy,and thar chey made 
no better uſe of tha: Talent which God had lever them, 

Next comes the Doctor's Pofttion, making wid all uſe 
of Holy Fathers and General Councils, wrich ro prove, 
the Anſwerer repcats by halves whar che Doftor ſaid, 


a 


and then concludes, That ſame of th1ſe Requifits not being 
poſſubly to be lnown, no uſe 1s ta be male of any, What Dr. 
Sherlocb ſaid is this, * That 'tw1s riatculos for that man 
* that hath been ta2ht bis Relizion our of the Scripture, and 
© which he might find there tf he pleas'd,to change it for Qu1- 
6 tations 9: of the Fathers and Councils which be did rt 
6 underſtand, becauſe ſm? honeſt Prieſt ( 4 fart of men which 
v never doceive any one )Þ.1d told himthat juch a Father,rwh1 
© liv'd it may be they r1w mt where nr when, and wine 
6 they kn1w mt what, has ſpobe in farnur of Tranſubſtan- 
* r1atin, or Purgatory, or ſame other P:*pth DoaFrin, Ard 
th-n he comes to tell us whar Q12ftions we ovehic ro a+ x, 
when we aze urged with the Aurhoriry of Fathers. as, 
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* How we ſhall know that ſuch Bo»bs were written by that 
* Father whoſe Name it bears ? Whether it be uncorrupted 2 
* How we ſhall know the true meaning of thoſe words they cite 
© from them,which the words themſelves many times will not 
© diſcover without the Context and che like, which requiſirs 
thar Man who will build any thing upon their Authority, 
muſt know, or elſe he may be miſerably miſtaken; yer 
this is nor to deny any uſe of Fathers and Councils; for 
Learned Men may diſpure about them as they pleaſe ; 
and I queſtion nor, if our Religion were to be cry'd by 
the Fathers, but thar we ſhould undoubredly carry ic 
agiinſt the Church of Rome, norwichſtanding all her 
prerences to Antiquity 3 and yer we do not build our 
Faith thereon, bur keep to that Rule which chey had ro 
walk by, which is the Word of God, contained in the 
Canonical Books of the Old and New Teſtament. 

And now I am arriv'd to the laſt Point, which our 
candid Anſwerer undertook, viz. to ſhew that Dr. Sher- 
heck made wid all moral Fhneſty, and thar he tells us lies 
in his laſt Chaprer, where to inſinuate, that a Catholich 
thinks the Bleſſed Virgin more powerful in Heaven than 
Chriſt he tells us, that hz ſays ten Ave Maries for one Pater- 
Noſter. Well! for the marter of Fat, char che Carho- 
Iick doth (ayTen Prayers tothe Virgin for One to Chriſt, 
the Anſwerer can't deny. Ay, bur he doth not think 
her more powerful chan Chriſt. Suppoſe that; yet ſure 
he muſt think her more merciful, and readier ro hear 
his Prayers than Chriſt, or clſe why 1s he ſo partial to 


pay Ten for one ? which I doubt will prove much of a 


conſequence with the former:And yer if the Doftor had 
not only done what he here perſuades us he doth, bur 
dire&tly ſaid ir, I know not how he would have excuſed 
ſome of his own Party: And you know, Sir, what the 
Avrhor of the Remarbs upon the Refl2{Hons of the Authzr 
of Popery Miſrepreſented and Repreſented hath undertaken, 
47, this among many other things, to ſhew, when you 
ſhall defire ir,that there are fome of your own Writers, 
who believe the Bl-{]-d Virgin t) kave as much Power in 
fieaven as her Sm; and that maintain the praying to her 
to 
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fo command him, and begging from her pardon of Sins, and 
the aſſurance of Salvation. To conclude, the Anſwerer 
rells us, that to be thorough-Sherlock, and thorough-Pro- 
teftant- Miniſter,he concludes with the moſt diſingenuous miſ- 
repreſentation, and the moſt falſe Calumny imaginable, as a 


” ſuppoſed and owned Truth, to wit, That Catholichs worſhip 


the viſible Species in the Euchariſt : A moſt impudent Slan- 
der, he ſaith, no Catholick being guilty of zt, no more than 
the Apoſtles of worſhiping and adoring the Cloaths of Ckrift, 
when they ador'd him upmn Earth. Preſervartive, fol. 85, 
* He (Papiſt Repreſented) believes it unlawful to commit 
© Idvlatry, and moſt damnable to warſhip any Breaden God, 
* which, ſaith Dr. Sherhch,. « ſpoke lihe a Proteſtant, bur 
© zet he pays Divine Adoration to theSacrament ,which is done 
© libe a Papiſt. Here you ſee is no mention made of 
Species, bur rhe word is Sacrament 3 and that they do 
pay Divine Adoration ro thar,they can't deny ; but then 
rhey tell us, That Chriſt ts there. zea, that that Body which 


' was born of the Virgin Mary, and that hung upon the Cre(s, 
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Fleſh, Bloud, Bones and «ll s whole in every Point ard 
Crum of th Conſecrated Wafer ; and there remains nothing 
of the Canſecrated Elements ; and that 'tts this their Advra- 
tion is paid to9, Bur ſurely now they had need to have 
good grounds tha: this 1s ſo; this had need robe won- 
derfully clear in Scripture ; and yer when they come 
ro prove it thereby, rhey bring theſe Words, This is my 
Boay, and conclude there 1s foundation enough for all 
this, and much more 3 as if there were no figurative ex- 
preffions in Scripture; and as if chere were a neceſfliry 
ro take Scriprure in a Senſe which contradis Senſe and 
Reaſon,when another Senſe more natural and cafie may 
be had, 

And now to cloſe up all with ſome good Aduice for 
us Proteſtants, and that roo in Dr. Sherlack's Words, on- 
ly putting the Word Scripture in lieu of Fathers (a little 
Alreracion, do nor ſland upon'r ; come, come,ſhew a lir- 
tle good nature for once, and take ic upon my word) 4- 
mongſt Chriſtians there is not one in a hundred thouſana who 
underſtands all Scripture, and it is mirally rmpoſſible they 


foul » 
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12 A Defence-vf Dr. S's. Preſervative, &C. 

| Yhould, and therefore certainly there muſt be an 'eafier uhit\ 
1 thorter.way to underſtand Chriſtian Religion than this or elſe" 
| "4 he generality of Matthind, even of profeſs 'd Chriſtians, ar#! 


our of a pſſubility of Salvation ; Think well on 1t,, as you; 
will anſwer at God's Tribunal for the Care you took of the one 
enly neceſſary, the ſ.ruving of your Sond, ; ſeeh out that eaſier "v 
and (\mrter way, and walk faithfully init. As good; ce'n 
[ clole your Eyes, aad examin nothing, bur-come over.rto 
our Mother Rome, and be reſolute, and I'le warrant an 
happy Agreemerr. If this is not to be thorough Papiſty 
and thorough Romiſh Prieſt,] know nor whar 15 : But to 
conſider it a little, rho the rruth 15, 1t doth nor deſerve 
ir, ail Scriprure, yes all. Scriprure muſt be underſtood, 
or elle the Chriſtian Religion cannor : So rhar if a Man 
[| underſtoc4 all rke Texts of the old and New Teſtament, 
' EXceEPrt one, as for Inftance, thar 1n rhe 9th of the Reve- 


4) Fations,v.iy.he cannot underſtand the Chriſtian Religion, 
and js cur of a poſhibilicy of Salvation.This is a wonder - 
| ful Diſcovery, and yer one would nor think it came our 
| of a Jcſuir's Forge ; "tis wrore ſo bunglingly,'cis nor dore 


v-1ch Art enough to deceive, and fo will not anſwer the 
Makers Purpoſe : For as for us Proteſtants, I hope we 
are above tuch lirtle Shams; and we do not only ſay, 
bur we find that Scripture mn all points necclſary roSal- 
| ® varion 15 plain ard eaf:c ; fo thac we may runand read : 
*T1s truce, there are ſome Texrs, which we that are un- 
| tearned, cannot readily find the rrue Senſe and meaning 


[ of ; but they are not iuch as immediately concern Sal- 
{ vation 3 and we are not deftiture of Helps as to theſe ; 
L for we have Learned and Religious Divines, whom we 


i have all the reaſons imaginable ro believe have no other 
Deſign upon vs, than the Good'of Souls, ro whom we may 
have recourſe; and we always find them willing and ready 
ro aFord us their Aſtſtance : So rthar co conclude, we 

re very happy where we are, and jna very fair way to , 


+ % 


| underſtand Scripture, tho 1r may be not every jor and 
| tictle of it, However, I think it much better ro know 
| ſome, and ſo much as is ſuthcient for my Salvation,than 
' to go over to a Church wich would have me ſtupify's, 
23 and to underſtand rone ar atl. 


FINTIS. 


